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Accordingly, reduction in the tax-

payer-funded price support program
would not directly impact farmers, yet
would still produce the necessary tax
savings.

Mr. Speaker, this summer I had an
opportunity to talk to dairymen
throughout my district, and they are
hurting. They are hurting in a way
that they have not been in many, many
years. We must, at a time like this, be
cautious in how we tamper with price
supports for dairy producers because
there is a real danger that many of
these small and even midsize family
farmers will be put out of business by
a precipitous policy.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BARR). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from North
Carolina [Mrs. CLAYTON] is recognized
for 5 minutes.

[Mrs. CLAYTON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to exchange my special
order time with that of the gentleman
from New Jersey [Mr. PALLONE], and
that I be listed later in the day, if that
is all right with the Chair.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from West Virginia?

There was no objection.

f

THE BALANCED BUDGET PLAN,
MEDICARE AND MEDICAID

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. PALLONE]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I was
very proud today when President Clin-
ton indicated that he would not sup-
port, and he would, in fact, veto the
continuing resolution because of the
increase in the Medicare part B pre-
mium.

I think that the public needs to
know, and it needs to be reflected more
and more amongst ourselves in the
House, that essentially this continuing
resolution takes away the provision in
the current law which, as of January 1,
would decrease the amount or the per-
centage that senior citizens have to
pay for their Medicare part B premium,
and what the continuing resolution
proposes is that the percentage be kept
as it is now, which would essentially
force an increase in part B premiums
as much as, say, $10 over the next year
per month for those senior citizens.
That includes almost all senior citizens
who take advantage and pay to have
themselves covered under Medicare
part B, which pays for physician care.

It is amazing to me, Mr. Speaker,
that at a time when we spent almost a
month or 2 months or even more trying
to deal with the whole budget and

come up with the reconciliation and
also deal with Medicare, that the Re-
publican leadership continues to insist
on increasing Medicare premiums be-
fore the time when they ever put to-
gether the budget or even have a con-
ference with the budget reconciliation
conferees.

I would very much right now like to
be at a meeting with the rest of the
conferees, with the Democrats and the
Republicans, dealing with this budget,
dealing with Medicare, dealing with
Medicaid. But, so far, all of the meet-
ings have been in secret, just with the
Republicans.

I was appointed a conferee for the
budget reconciliation a few weeks ago.
But we still have not met, because all
of the negotiations are taking place on
the Republican side without any input
or any opportunity for Democrats.

In fact today, in the Washington Post
there was an article that said, ‘‘Bal-
anced budget plan near complete, Con-
gress may consider massive reconcili-
ation measure on Wednesday.’’ Well,
today is Monday. We have not even had
a meeting of the reconciliation con-
ferees that was originally called for to-
night, but then it was cancelled at the
last minute. Now we are told it is to-
morrow.

But in the meantime, obviously the
Republicans have met in secret and
have already decided how they are
going to increase the cost to seniors for
Medicare, cut their Medicare benefits,
and provide tax cuts primarily for
wealthy Americans.

There are two very important issues
in this budget conference that affect
Medicare that I think need to be ad-
dressed. In the Senate, unlike the
House, nursing home standards were
kept intact. In the Senate, unlike the
House, the safety net for children, for
disabled persons, for pregnant women
was kept intact so that there is a guar-
antee, there continues to be an entitle-
ment in the Senate version of this
budget bill that pregnant women, the
disabled, and children will get Medic-
aid and will have health care coverage.
But not in the House version.

This is a very important issue,
whether or not we are going to con-
tinue to have nursing home standards,
whether or not we are going to con-
tinue to have Medicaid benefits for
these disadvantaged groups, and yet
there is no meeting of the conferees.
Everything is done in secret with the
Republican leadership.

Today, there was an article in the
New York Times that pointed out that
it is very likely, under the Republican
leadership bill, that there will become
a shortage of nursing home beds for the
elderly in the next few years because
with the significant amount of money
being reduced for Medicaid, there sim-
ply will not be any incentive to even
have Medicaid beds in nursing homes.

Similarly, we are told the Medicaid
safety net for children could be imper-
iled with the Republican leadership bill
because basically the States will not

have the money to provide Medicaid
coverage for children.

So I would really like to be a part of
this conference where we discuss what
is going to happen to the future of our
children in terms of their health care
coverage, to the future of our nursing
homes, whether there will be quality
nursing homes, whether there will be
enough beds for our citizens in the fu-
ture.

We do not have that opportunity.
Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, will the

gentleman yield?
Mr. PALLONE. I yield to the gen-

tleman from Wisconsin.
Mr. KLECZKA. If I understand cor-

rectly, you indicated that the massive
bill changing Medicare as we know it is
currently being worked on by a group
of legislators. Then why, in your esti-
mation, would the Republicans want to
put the increase in Medicare premiums
for our seniors in this continuing bill
to keep the Government running past
midnight tonight? Why would they pull
that section out and put in the simple
bill to keep the Government running?
What is the rationale there?
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Mr. PALLONE. My understanding is
they are so determined that this in-
crease take effect on January 1, that
they do not want to negotiate it, they
do not want to discuss it, they just
want to make sure it is included in the
continuing resolution so it takes effect
with those increases on January 1.

f

QUIT STALLING ON BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. FOLEY] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to read an editorial from the
Port St. Lucie News. The editorial says
‘‘Quit Stalling on Budget.’’
[From the Port St. Lucie News, Nov. 13, 1995]

QUIT STALLING ON BUDGET

The budget debate now underway is messy
and inefficient and may ultimately prove
very expensive. It is also irresponsible gov-
ernment and reflects no credit on the White
House or the Republican-led Congress.

Enacting an annual budget is Congress’
principal job, one in which this Congress is
embarrassingly behind schedule with only
two of 13 appropriations bills enacted. The
fiscal year the lawmakers are arguing over is
already more than one month gone and will
likely be a fourth over with by the time a
package is passed.

Congress dug itself into that hole, largely
because of deep and continuing disagree-
ments among Republicans newly in the ma-
jority.

That led to the latest obstacle to passing a
budget, the provocation of an unnecessary
veto fight with Clinton by attempting to use
stopgap bills to pass measures—elimination
of the Commerce Department, restrictions
on lobbying by tax-exempt groups, higher
Medicare premiums—that should be dealt
with elsewhere in the legislative process.

Despite his belated discovery of presi-
dential veto powers, Clinton has given Con-
gress little sense of where he will stand and
fight. He absented himself from the budget


		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-06-16T12:04:17-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




